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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 August 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) S Claim(s) 1,3-5,11 and 30-34 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1,3-5,11 and 30-34 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Detailed Action 

Status of Claims: 

Claims 1, 3-5, 1 1, 30-34 are pending in this Office Action. 
Claims 2, 6-10, 12-29 are cancelled. 
Claims 30-34 are new. 
Claim 4 is amended. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 1/18/05, have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. The reasons are set forth below. 



Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1, 3-5, 30-34 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-7 of copending 
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Application No. 09/81 1,516. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 



patentably distinct from each other because: 



Instant Application 
09/810,188 


Co-pending Related App 
09/811,516 


Comments 


Claim 4 
Acquisition 
Validity Condition 
Associating information 
Transmitting 


Claim 1, 6, 7 
Acquisition through input 
Validity Judgement 
Assignment Means 
Output Means 


Acquisition means in both 
claims dealing with same 
objects and identifier 
information. Validity Judging 
and conditions serve the same 
purpose. 


Claims 1 and 1 1 


Claim 2 


Disseminated by broadcasting 


Claim 5 


Claims 3 and 5 


Additional information 


Claim 1,4, and 11 


Claim 4 


Content transmitting based on 
the request 



This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 



Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 30-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non- statutory subject matter. Claim 1 contains an information processing apparatus 
connected by a network to a first information processing apparatus comprising acquisition, 
generating, storage, transmission means for processing information. There is no hardware 
embodiment in the claim language and the invention may be embodied in software only. No 
tangibly embodied mediums are cited. Similiarly for independent claims 4, which includes 
validity conditions, and 1 1, which includes an extraction, which dependent claims 3, 5, 30-34 
rely on. 
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Claim 1, 3, 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,331,865 by Sachs et al in view of U.S. Patent No 6,686,880 by Marko et al. 

Regarding claim 1, 

an information processing apparatus connected by a network to a first information 
processing apparatus for presenting a content (Sachs: col 2, lines 44-46; Fig. 1) comprising: 

an acquisition means for acquiring information on said first information processing 
apparatus (Sachs: col. 4, lines 47-50; col. 5, line 49-58; URL) and information on a content 
presented by said first information processing apparatus from said first information processing 
apparatus (Sachs: col. 4, lines 47-50; col. 5, line 49-58; content key); 

a generation means for generating information processing apparatus identification 
information for identifying said first information processing apparatus (Sachs: col. 4, lines 30-33; 
secret session key) and generating content identification information for identifying a content on 
the basis of said information on said first information processing apparatus and said information 
on a content (Sachs: col. 4, lines 51-57; digital envelope), which are acquired by said acquisition 
means; 

a storage means for storing said information processing apparatus identification 
information and said content identification information (Sachs: col. 3, line 63- col. 4, line 7; col. 
4, lines 58-65), which are generated by said generation means, by associating said information 
processing apparatus identification information with said content identification information 
(Sachs: col. 4, lines 58-65); and 

a transmission means for transmitting information on association stored in said storage 
means to a second information processing apparatus in response to a request made by said 
second information processing apparatus through said network (Sachs: col. 4, lines 58-67); 

said storage means further stores said identification information (transmission 
identification information) by associating said identification information (transmission 
identification information) with said information processing apparatus identification information 
and said content identification information (Sachs: col. 4, line 55, 51-63). 

The Sachs reference does not explicitly state broadcasting. 

The Marko reference teaches information disseminated by broadcasting, acquiring 
broadcasting identification information (transmission identification information) assigned to said 
broadcasting (Marko: col. 4, lines 61- col. 5, line 13); and 

said storage means further stores said broadcasting identification information 
(transmission identification information) by associating said broadcasting identification 
information (transmission identification information) with said information processing apparatus 
identification information and said content identification information (Marko: col. 5, lines 10- 
13). 

The Marko reference further teaches the invention utilizes a system controller to format 
message with an ID for a cost effective broadcast transmission (Marko: col. 6, lines 17-36). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the information processing apparatus as taught by Sachs while employing 
broadcasting as taught by Marko in order to utilize cost effective broadcasts with Identifiers. 



Application/Control Number: 09/810,188 
Art Unit: 2155 



Page 5 



Claim 3 is rejected under the same rationale given above. In the rejections set fourth, the 
examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the relevant teachings of Marko and 
Sachs. 

Regarding claim 3, an information processing apparatus according to claim 1, wherein said 
storage means further stores the address of said first information processing apparatus in said 
network (Sachs: col. 4, lines 47-50; col. 5, line 49-58; URL); and 

said apparatus further comprises an access controlling means for controlling accesses 
made to said first information processing apparatus through said network on the basis of any one 
of said information processing apparatus identification information, said content identification 
information and said broadcasting identification information (transmission identification 
information), which have been acquired from a third information processing apparatus (Sachs: 
col. 3, lines 63- col. 4, line 8). 

Regarding claim 11, 

an information processing apparatus (Sachs: Fig. 1), comprising: 

an extraction means for extracting content identification information for identifying a 

content presented by a first information processing apparatus (Sachs: col. 4, lines 47-50; col. 5, 

line 49-58; URL) and first information processing apparatus identification information for 

identifying said first information processing apparatus from a received signal (Sachs: col. 4, lines 

47-50; col. 5, line 49-58; content key); 

a storage means for storing second information processing apparatus identification 

information for identifying said information processing apparatus itself (Sachs: col. 4, line 51- 

57); and 

a request means for transmitting said content identification information and said first 
information processing apparatus identification information (Sachs: col. 4, lines 51-67), which 
are extracted by said extraction means, along with said second information processing apparatus 
identification information stored in said storage means to a second information processing 
apparatus so as to request said first information processing apparatus to present a content 
identified by said content identification information (Sachs: col. 4, lines 51-67); 

said storage means further stores said identification information (transmission 
identification information) by associating said identification information (transmission 
identification information) with said first information processing apparatus identification 
information and said content identification information (Sachs: col. 4, line 55, lines 51-67). 

The Sachs reference does not explicitly state broadcasting. 

The Marko reference teaches information disseminated by broadcasting, said extraction 
means further extracts broadcasting identification information (transmission identification 
information) assigned to said broadcasting (Marko: col. 4, lines 61- col. 5, line 13); and 

said storage means further stores said broadcasting identification information 
(transmission identification information) by associating said broadcasting identification 
information (transmission identification information) with said first information processing 
apparatus identification information and said content identification information (Marko: col. 5, 
lines 10-13). 
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The Marko reference further teaches the invention utilizes a system controller to format 
message with an ED for a cost effective broadcast transmission (Marko: col. 6, lines 17-36). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the information processing apparatus as taught by Sachs while employing 
broadcasting as taught by Marko in order to utilize cost effective broadcasts with identifiers. 



Claim 4-5, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,331,865 by Sachs et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,634,012 by Stefick et al. 

Regarding claim 4, an information processing apparatus connected by a network to a first 
information processing apparatus for presenting a content (Sachs: col 2, lines 44-46; Fig. 1) 
comprising: 

an acquisition means for acquiring information on said first information processing 
apparatus (Sachs: col. 4, lines 47-50; col. 5, line 49-58; URL) and information on a content 
presented by said first information processing apparatus from said first information processing 
apparatus (Sachs: col 4, lines 47-50; col. 5, line 49-58; content key); 

a generation means for generating information processing apparatus identification 
information for identifying said first information processing apparatus (Sachs: col. 4, lines 30-33; 
secret session key) and generating content identification information for identifying a content on 
the basis of said information on said first information processing apparatus and said information 
on a content (Sachs: col. 4, lines 51-57; digital envelope), which are acquired by said acquisition 
means; 

a storage means for storing said information processing apparatus identification 
information and said content identification information (Sachs: col. 3, line 63- col. 4, line 7; col. 
4, lines 58-65), which are generated by said generation means, by associating said information 
processing apparatus identification information with said content identification information 
(Sachs: col. 4, lines 58-65); and 

a transmission means for transmitting information on association stored in said storage 
means to a second information processing apparatus in response to a request made by said 
second information processing apparatus through said network (Sachs: col. 4, lines 58-67). 

The Sachs reference does not explicitly state a validity-condition. 

The Stefick reference teaches 

wherein acquisition means further aquiring a validity-condition concerning validity of 
presentation of a content from said first information processing apparatus (Stefick: col. 7, lines 
26-30); and 

said storage means further stores said validity-condition by associating said validity- 
condition with said information processing apparatus identification information and said content 
identification information (Stefick: col. 9, lines 62- col. 10, line 7), wherein 

said acquisition means further acquires a validity-condition concerning validity of a 
content from said first information processing apparatus (Stefick: col. 7, lines 26-30); and 

said storage means further stores said validity-condition by associating said validity- 
condition with said information processing apparatus identification information and said content 
identification information (Stefick: col. 9, lines 62- col. 10, line 7). 
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The Stefick reference further teaches the invention allows control of content to prevent 
unauthorized distribution (Stefick: col. 1, lines 60-65). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the information processing apparatus as taught by Sachs while employing 
validity conditions as taught by Stefick in order to control content distribution to prevent 
unauthorized distribution (Stefick: col. 1, lines 60-65). 

Claims 5, 30 are rejected under the same rationale given above. In the rejections set 
fourth, the examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the relevant teachings of 
Stefick and Sachs. 

Regarding claim 5, an information processing apparatus according to claim 4, wherein said 
validity-condition includes information on additional information added by a user receiving data 
including said information processing apparatus identification information and said content 
identification information (Sachs: col. 3, lines 31-45). 

Regarding claim 30, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein said validity- 
condition is a deadline for accepting a response (Stefick: col. 2, lines 1-3; col. 10 3 lines 54-56, 
58-60). 



Claim 31-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,331,865 by Sachs et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,634,012 by Stefick et al in 
further view of U.S. Patent No 6,704,787 by Umbreit. 

Regarding claim 31, 

The Sachs and Stefick references teach the information processing apparatus of claim 4. 

The Sachs and Stefick references do not explicitly state an age restriction. 

The Umbreit reference teaches a validity-condition is an age restriction (Umbreit: col. 2, 
lines 29; col. 3, lines 10-29). 

The Umbreit reference further teaches the invention restrictions discussions and 
information to only certain persons or groups of people (Umbreit: col. 1, lines 64-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to create the information processing apparatus as taught by Sachs and Stefick while 
employing age restrictions as taught by Umbreit in order to restrict discussions and information 
to only certain persons or groups of people (Umbreit: col. 1, lines 64-67). 

Claims 32-34 are rejected under the same rationale given above. In the rejections set 
fourth, the examiner will address the additional limitations and point to the relevant teachings of 
Umbreith, Stefick and Sachs. 

Regarding claim 32, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein said validation 
condition is an adult category (Umbreit: col. 5, lines 40-59). 

Regarding claim 33, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein said validity 
condition is a registered person (Sachs: col. 3, lines 54- col. 4, line 11; Umbreit: col. 2, lines 14- 
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23). 



Regarding claim 34, the information processing apparatus of claim 4, wherein said validation 
condition is an area restriction (Umbreit: col. 2, lines 21-35). 



Applicant amended claim 4 and added claims 30-34. The claim language is still very 
broad. General terminology such as the constant reference to "information" in the claim language 
allows much prior art to read openly on the claims. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5 :30PM with every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



REMARKS 



Conclusion 



Benjamin R Bruckart 
Examiner 

Art Unit 2155 W 





